tural evolution/' He illustrated it by saying that, of two
groups otherwise similar, one might produce occasionally
geniuses like Newton, Darwin, Pasteur, while the other
might not, and that the first would produce cultural levels
which the other could only imitate* Here it is postulated
that Darwin, for instance, belongs to a group, the cultural
level of which alone he raised by his inventions.

Which is the group to which Darwin belonged?
What was its culture-pattern? How was it correlated
with Darwin's creations? And did it raise the culture-
level of his group only ? A group consists of individuals
who have something in common. Which was the group
with which Darwin had something in common? Was ft
his family, the British nation, the white race, the Christian
community or the Cambridge University ? He had some-
thing in common with each of these groups and many
others* But they do not all coincide;- they are all distinct
groups. Which, then, was the particular group to which
Darwin belonged and which had anything to do with his
great biological theories? Though he belonged to Christian
group, his theories were bitterly assailed by some of the
most eminent Christians, because they were inconsistent
with the fundamental doctrines of Christianity. Neither
the British Nation, nor the white race, nor the Cambridge
University had anything to do with his inventions. .The
members of the British nation or the white race or the
Cambridge University did not come together one fine
morning with Darwin and by their co-operative effort
produce Darwinism. It .was not a group product, not a
social creation. It was his own individual invention.

Is the "Raman Effect" India's contribution? The
four hundred millions of Indians did not come together
and by a co-operative, act of. theirs create the "Raman
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